FILED

FEB 22 2006
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS CATHY A, CATTERSON, CLERK

S. COURT OF APPEALS

NOT FOR PUBLICATION

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

ADALINDA MEDINA MENDOZA, No. 04-76029
Petitioner,
Agency No. A96-057-869
V.
ALBERTO R. GONZALES, Attorney MEMORANDUM*
Generd,

Respondent.

On Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted February 13, 2006* *

Before: FERNANDEZ, RYMER, and BYBEE, Circuit Judges.
AdalindaMedina Mendoza, anative and citizen of Mexico, petitions pro se

for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA™) decision affirming an

*  Thisdisposition is not appropriate for publication and may not be cited to or
by the courts of this circuit except as provided by Ninth Circuit Rule 36-3.

**  The panel unanimously finds this case suitable for decision without oral
argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



immigration judge’'s (“1J) order denying her motion to reopen removal
proceedings conducted in absentia. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252,
We review for abuse of discretion the denial of a motion to reopen, Sngh v. INS,
213 F.3d 1050, 1052 (9th Cir. 2000), and we deny the petition for review.

The BIA did not abuseits discretion in denying Mendoza s motion to
reopen because Mendoza' s claim that she arrived at 10:00 a.m. on the day of her
removal hearing to find the courtroom locked isinconsistent with the record.
Accordingly, she hasfailed to demonstrate “exceptional circumstances’ for her
failure to appear. See 8 U.S.C. § 1229a(b)(5)(C)(i); Celis-Castellano v. Ashcroft,
298 F.3d 888, 891-92 (9th Cir. 2002); see also 8 C.F.R. § 1003.2(c)(1) (providing
that a motion to reopen “shall be supported by affidavits or other evidentiary
materia”).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED



